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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1 and 15 provide a "if type clause but do not provide the details for the 
alternative, that is, what happens if the UCAMM (universal mobile control and 
monitoring module) does not lie within the sub-control area? If the "if is not met, does 
the assigning step occur at all? 

Claim 1 recites a method for monitoring and controlling a technical installation, 
but the claim does not recite any particular steps of monitoring and controlling the 
technical installation. Rather, it appears the only steps are determining where a 
UCAMM is positioned, and then loading data about the technical installation into the 
UCAMM if the UCAMM is in a regional sub-control area of the technical installation. 
Therefore the claim itself is in conflict with the preamble and appears to be missing 
essential elements. 

Furthermore, as per claim 1, it is unclear as to what actually is meant by 
"assigning". How is the UCAMM actually assigned to the technical installation? It will be 
assumed that if a UCAMM is in a control area, and data is then loaded into the UCAMM 
regarding the control area of the technical installation, the UCAMM must be assigned to 
the technical installation in some manner. 
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Claim 7 provides "updating the HMI data" and it is unclear as to what this feature 
is actually intended to cover. Updating the HMI data in what aspect? What is this 
limitation meant to convey? Also, it is unclear as to what is meant by "uploading the HMI 
data into the technical installation." How specifically is the HMI data uploaded into the 
installation? It will be interpreted to mean that if the status of something changes, within 
the technical installation, this change is reflected on the mobile unit. 

Claim 1 1, it is unclear as to where the HMI data is transmitted since the claim 
does not provide for this detail. Therefore the claim appears to be incomplete. 

As per claim 12, it is unclear as to what the applicant's intention is with regards to 
the feature wherein the transmission of the HMI data occurs as a function of a distance 
of the mobile unit from the technical installation. The examiner does not understand this 
feature what so ever and appears to correlate to a feature wherein when the mobile unit 
is moved about the technical installation, the HMI data is transmitted, in other words 
sent out or brought in, based on the position of the mobile unit. 

As per claim 15, specifically, what are the managing device, the managing and 
assigning device and the loading device? It is unclear what these features actually are. 

As per claim 16, it is unclear as to what is specifically meant by "cyclically" 
managing the HMI data. In this context, what is cyclically meant to convey? What 
actually achieves this result? It would appear that this feature is meant to convey that 
the HMI data is updated based on the current operations of the system within the 
technical installation. 

As per claims 23-24, "short-range" is a relative term and one of ordinary skill in 
the art would not know what actually constitutes short. 
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As per claim 24, applicant has claimed "Bluetooth" which is a trademark. 
Trademarks are not to be used in claims since they render the claim indefinite since the 
products represented by the trademark may change over time, thereby rendering the 
claim indefinite. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-24 are directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 1 and 15 do not provide for a tangible real world result, "determining" 
data, then "assigning" data and then "loading" data does not provide for a tangible 
result. The data needs to be utilized in some real world tangible manner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-3, 5-12 and 15-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Kretschmann, U.S. Patent No. 6,167,464. 

As per claims 1 and 15, and as best understood, these claims appear to provide 
for a system and method in which a mobile control and monitoring unit's position is 
detected by way of positioning signals, and when the position is within a control area, of 
a technical installation, HMI data is loaded into the mobile unit. 
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These claims appear to be adequately anticipated by Kretschmann, U.S. Patent 
No. 6,167,464 (e.g. C7 L22-32 and C6 L56-62). 

As per claim 2, "display data" has been interpreted to correspond to any data 
regarding the status or operations of the equipment in the control area, which is 
displayed on the mobile unit (e.g. C1 L56-65, C6 L46-55 and Figure 8). 

As per claim 3, process values representing the display data is adequately 
disclosed by Kretschmann (e.g. C5 L21-53). 

As per claims 5-6, Kretschmann teaches initialization values (e.g. C5 L26-27). 

As best understood, and with respect to claims 7 and 16, Kretschmann 
adequately discloses the updating of HMI data on the mobile unit (e.g. corresponds to 
displaying status data; C1 L56-65, C6 L46-55 and Figure 8). 

As per claim 8, Kretschmann teaches updating input data (e.g. C1 L56-65, C6 
L46-55, C5 L21-53 and Figure 8). 

As per claim 9, Kretschmann teaches specified values for the technical 
installation (e.g. C1 L56-65, C6 L46-55, C5 L21-53 and Figure 8). 

As per claim 10, desired values and default values are adequately disclosed by 
Kretschmann (e.g. C1 L56-65, C6 L46-55, C5 L21-53 and Figure 8). 

As per claims 11-12, and as best understood, Kretschmann adequately discloses 
the transmission of the HMI data since the HMI data may be sent from the central 
computer to the mobile unit based on the position of the mobile unit (e.g. C7 L22-32). 
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As per claim 17, Kretschmann adequately discloses that the mobile unit is 
integrated into the technical installation (e.g. Figures 1 and 2). 

As per claim 18, Kretschmann teaches a data bus (e.g. Figure 1 element 16). 

As per claim 19, Kretschmann teaches wireless communications (e.g. RF link; 
Figure 1 element 29). 

As per claim 20, Kretschmann teaches a receiver (e.g. Figure 1). 

As per claims 21-22, Kretschmann teaches a position-determining device (e.g. 
GPS; C3 L9). 

As per claim 23, Kretschmann teaches a short-range communication mechanism 
(e.g. RF link; Figure 1 element 29). 

As per claim 24, Kretschmann teaches the use of infrared (e.g..C3 L6-7). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4 and 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kretschmann, in view of Official Notice. 

As per claim 4, although Kretschmann adequately discloses displaying actual 
values, Kretschmann does not specifically teach displaying alarm messages. Official 
Notice is taken with respect to this feature and its incorporation into Kretschmann would 
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have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have incorporated the aforementioned features into the system disclosed by 
Kretschmann for the purpose of allowing the operator of mobile unit to know when a 
problem exists in the technical installation. 

As per claims 13 and 14, Kretschmann does not specifically teach utilizing a 
mobile telephone or a PDA for the mobile unit. 

Official Notice is taken with respect to these features as their incorporation would 
have been obvious at the time the invention was made for the purpose of allowing a 
common well known portable communication device to be utilized as the mobile 
communication'conduit, thereby forming a more flexible communication system, and 
this would also alleviate the need for a dedicated mobile unit to be manufactured or 
designed for each technical installation since both mobile telephones and PDA's are 
extremely abundant, relatively cheap, easy to operate and may be procured by 
practically anyone. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ronald D. Hartman Jr. whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-3684. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri., 1 1:00 - 8:30 pm, 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Anthony Knight can be reached on (571) 272-3687. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
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Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Ronald D Hartman Jr. 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2121 

November 18, 2006 
RDH 



